has executed the bail bond undertaking to appear as and when
he is directed to appear, before the court and on his failure to
attend the court on that particular day prepared to pay a
sum of Rs. LOGO/-. And as he failed to attend the court on
5-10-1993 on which day he was called upon to appear in court
thereby, committed breach in the said contract. Therefore,
the court is entitled to forefeit the bond and call upon the
accused Hanumandas to pay such amount.as the court may
consider necessary*, not exceeding Rs. l.OOO/-.

202. Raghunandan Rao has a son Kiran Kumar, aged about 17
years. Raghunandan Rao has got five acres of wet land. For
family necessities, he sold two acres of land to Haragopal, By
abundant caution, as Raghunandan Rao had a minor son. aged
about 17 years, Haragopal insisted the vendor, Raghunandan
Rao to give an indemnity to the effect that in case, the sale
transaction was held to be void by the court, the vendor had to
give back the entire sale consideration paid by him together with
interest at 15% P.A. Raghunandan Rao agreed and ultimately,
the sale deed was executed. After two years, Kiran Kumar, the
son of Raghunandan Rao became a major and questioned the sale
transaction made by his father, in a court and the court, after
trial, set aside the sale transaction. Haragopal claimed for the
amount paid by him together with interest and registration
expenses from Raghunandan Rao. Whether he is entitled to
claim the amount?

* Under Section 125 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, the
promisee in a contract of indemnity, acting within the scope,
of his authority, is entitled to recover from the promisor (1)
all damages which he may be compelled to pay in any suit in
respect of any matter to which the promise to indemnity
applies; (2) all costs which he may be compelled to pay to any
such suit if, in bringing or defending it, he did not contravene
the orders of the promisor and acted as it would have been
prudent for him to act in the absence of any contract of
indemnity, or if the promisor authorised him to bring or
defend the suit; (3) all sums which he may have paid under the
terms of any compromise of any such suit, if the compromise
was not contrary to the orders of the promisor and was one
which it would have been prudent for the promisee to make in
the absence of any contract of indemnity, or if the promisor
authorised him to compromise the suit.
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